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SPIRIT OF ORTHODOXY. 

For some time past the doctrines of univer- 
sal salvation, under different modifications, 
have been gaining ground in the northern see- 
tion of our country. Of the truth or false- 
hood of these doctrines—of their influence 
on individual character, or publick welfare, it 
is not our intention, as it is not to our purpose, 
at present to speak. ‘hey are certainly re- 
garded with strong disapprobation by that 
part of the religious community denominated 
orthodox; and no little exertion has been and 
continues to be, made to arrest their progress. 
To this we have no objection to make, so 
long as such exertion is made ina spirit and 
manner consistent with the mutual rights and 
duties of men, and christians. So long as 
the march of error, real or supposed, is en- 
countered with weapons drawn * from the ar- 
mory of God”—with reason and argument on- 
ly, christians may lawfully, and profitably, 
perhaps, “contend earnestly” for what they 
believe to be truth. But we are sorry to ob- 
serve that, in the case before us, these wea- 
pons have not been thought, by our orthodox 
brethern sufficiently sharp and efficient. Se- 
veral instances have come to our knowledge, 
in which they have thought it expedient to em- 
ploy coercive measures to restrain the abber- 
rations of their brethren in matters of faith and 
have directed against them the terrors of ec- 
clesiastical censures, admonitions and excom- 
munications. Now, we remark with regard 
to this procedure, in the first place, that it 
seems to us impolitic. It leads one to surmise 
that the cause, which needs to be propped by 
such measures, has some inherent weakness, 
of which its votaries are sensible. It was 
sarcastically remarked of Jupiter, we sup- 
pose by some heretic of those days, that, 
whenever he was quite in the wrong, he was 
apt to have recourse to his thunder. We think 
the remark fully as applicable to religious 
sects, and ecclesiastical bodies, as to the sha- 
ker of Olymous. For ourselves, whenever 








we hear the distant echos of these spiritual 
fulminations, we instinetively conclude, that 
the party uttering them has been hard pushed 
on the field of debate. Lord Peter, itt we 
rightly remember, found it 
call Dominick with his tongs just at that point 
in the discussion when his brethren hesitated 
to confess, in contradiction to their own sen- 


convenient to 


ses, that a brown loaf was a shoulder of mut- 
ton. Truth should, we think, have more con- 
fidence in its own. strength resour- 
ces—It certainly needs not such auxiliaries as 
Dominick, and should be cautious of employ- 
ing them. 

Let it be observed, that in no one of the 
cases which have given occasion to these re- 
marks, was any, the smallest, objection ad- 
duced against the morals, or piety of the in- 
dividuals proceeded against. ‘They were, in 
every instance, allowed to be persons of ir- 
reproachable life, even corect and exempla- 
ry—yet they were cut off from the privileges 
of christtan communion, declared unworthy 
to associate with the followers of Jesus, be- 
cause they could not believe the absolute eter- 
nity of future punishment. This was the 
head and font of their offending. ‘They had 
adopted the opiniun—which is probably held 
at this moment by a full moiety of the chris- 
tian world—that all men will finally be res- 
tored to the favor of their common parent; 
and sin and misery be blotted out of the crea- 
tion of God. Now this we consider an abuse 
of church discipline. The legitimate objects 
of this discipline are actions, not opinions. 
The latter are not subjected to the controul of 
either the civil or ecclesiastical power. It is 
a gross and palpable invasion of the rights of 
conscience in any body of christians, whe- 
ther church, association, presbytery or con- 


and 


“vention—or by whatever name these self-con- 


stituted tribunals are, or have been, known— 
to attempt to controul the opinions, or to 
judge of the faith of their fellows and peers ; 
or to prescribe terms of communion other than 
those expressly laid down in the gospel. It 
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iaption of authority, for which they 


no warrant in the great clourter of 
our rehts fi is a Vtolation of thot liberty 
wherewith Christ has made us free Desedivi 


dual christians do not bold their right to ean 

mien, and to the benefit and edithent oniat 
gospel ordinances at the willof any be Vol 
men on earth. Jesus Chirtst is ou Ipiede 
Govemmor and Lecishstor i} es por enib 

ed the laws, by w ch his clhoreh is, tn all 
aves, to be governed: aod those who under- 
take to alier, extend, or modity these recula- 
tions, are usurpers of fits divine prerogative, 
and must answer for their temerity. and iiayus- 
tice I or, on tis subyect they hove no richt 
to legislate—no discretionary power of ad- 
mission, rejection or excommunication. “Phe 
founder of the christian relicion never gave 
them any. Ht is quite evident from the New- 
Testament, that a orofession of faith in Jesus 
as the Messiah, or Son of God, was the sole 
condition of admission into the church pre- 
scribed by Christ or lis Apostle Ss: gnd it is 
equally clear, that immoral conduct is the on- 
ly cause for which a church: is justified in ex- 
cluding a member from its fellow ship. For 
his faith he is not, in any tneasure, accounta- 
ble to them: it is an affair between God and 
his own conscience. Of his actions they can 
judge ; of the operations of his mind, of the 
convictions of his judgment, they ne ‘ther 
can judge, nor would be entitled to do so, if 
they could. Every christian, against whom 
rests no charge of immoral conduct, has a 
scriptural right to approach to the Lord’s ta- 
ble, for example, in any chureh where he hap- 
pens, on such an oceasion, to be present; and 
if they refuse him, they do it at their peril. 
This position may, perhaps, seem to some 
persons to be a bold one: but we take it ad- 
visedly, and are prepared to defend it. Free- 
dom, unrestrained freedom, of opinion is the 
bithright of man, conferred on him by him 
who made him in his own image, and sane- 
tiened, and secured to him, by the whole let- 
ter and spirit of the gospel. It is too the at- 
mosphere, in which truth and religion breathe, 
and live. 


To the exercise of this right the spirit of 


orthodoxy—and it is to this point chiefly that 
we wish to bring the aitention of our readers, 
is essentially hostile. Not that our orthodox 
brethren do, in words, deny the native right 
of all men to think for themselves, and to 
worship God according to the dictates of their 
own consciences, On the contrary they loud- 
ly disavow any disposition to interfere with 
the exercise of this right; and seem to take 
high offence when charged with such assump- 
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tion. it thes are sincere, s ibiless most 
of them are, in this di-avowcl. thon we have 

nly to say, thie wi j ; MNCs of 

yt i. Hoow thing for 
individuals and budies of men, to act whet, 
peritaps even to thems: ives, thi y (heal ivot 
aVvOoW. Vien do not rencaly perceive, oF ad- 


mut, at least. that thei } ctice Is repugnant 
to principles, whieh they caunot, or dare not, 
controvert. “Ths tresponsibility of man to 
an im tings perfiining to the conscience 5 
the entire freedom of relic ious OpINIOUs : Isso 
fully recognized and guaranteed by our civil 
constitutions, that no one, probably, can be 
found who, would be disposed to call it in 
question. Still, we repeat, the spirit ol ore 
thodoxy is hostile tothe exercise of this right 

and the practice of the orthodox shows that 
itisso. ‘They certainly doconsider, and treat, 
error ID opinion as a proper subject of censure 
and discipline. They certainly do withold 
communion from those who cannot, tor con- 
science sake, subscribe to every article of their 
creed. "They certainly do e xpel from their 
churches all ‘th ise, whom they detect in the 
mortal sin of relinquishing any of those arti- 
cles, which ¢hey choose to consider as funda- 
mental. "Thus, as far as their power and in- 
fluence extend, blasting their characters, des- 
rte their peace, and cutting them off from 
the best blessings of the social state. All this 
they certainly do, and all this they maintain they 
have a right to dos and yet they aver that, 
in so doing, christian liberty is not infringe il 
that christian charity, even, is not violated. 
Now we ask whiat is the difference, in spirit, 
between these pretensions, and those of the 
Romish Church, in the darkest periods of her 
domination: She claimed the dower of judg- 
ing of the soundness and sufficiency of the faith 
of individuals. So do they—She claimed the 
right of prescribing terms of communion. 
So do they, and exercise it too. She claim- 
ed the right of pre serving what she denomi- 
nated the purity of the church; and, tor this 
purpose, of cutting off such whose creed did 
not conform to her standard. So do they— 
She talked much of mysterious dogmas, which 
it was neither lawful, nor safe to investigate. 
The orthodox of the present day hold the 
same language. Yet they are indignant at 
the charge of cherishing a persecuting spirit ; 
and ask “ where are the evidences of its ex- 
istence ?”? We answer wherever orthodoxy is 
the dominant sect. They do not, indeed, 
stretch hereticks on the rack, suspend them 
on the gibbet, or burn them at the stake. 
They want the power do this. The constitu- 
tion of our country throws its protecting shield 
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aromnd our persons and our property. But 
are these the only methods by which a perse- 
cufing spirit can display itself’ Are there no 
mews, by which it can fasten its fings upon 
the mind? [Is it nothing to a man of lofty 
and generous spirit to perceive himself, with- 
out any act of demerit, on his part, an ob- 
ject for the fing of suspicion to point at ? 
‘lo be received when brought, by the neces- 
sary intercourse of business, into contact with 
his fellow men, with cold and constrained ci- 
vilitv, if not with entire neglect, or absolute 
ruleness ’ Is it nothing to such aman, to find 
his usefulness every day cireumseribed, his 
lawful and honorable pursuits impeded, and 
his success in life blasted by an invisible, but 
fatal influence 7 Is it nothing to a man of de- 
votional feelings to find himself cut off from 
the comforts of christian society ; to find his 
presence alone sufficient to check all freedom 
of communication, and to chill all the kind- 
ling sympathies of the heart? Ah! he knows 
litle of human nature, who cannot under- 
stand, that persecution of this character—in- 
stances of whichno one need look tar to find— 
is suflicient to break down and harrass many 
a spirit, which the prospect of the rack, or 
the gibbet could never bend. 

It is against this spirit of orthodoxy that 
our practical and weightiest objections lie. 
We regard it as, in its very nature, a perse- 
cuting spirit; a spirit equally arrogant in its 
pretensions, and pernicious in its efiects; a 
spirit hostile to freedom, and theretore hos- 
tile to truth. For truth and freedom can ne- 
ver be separated. 

Its tendency is to deter men from examining 
the foundations of their belief, by alarming 
them with the danger of falling into error. It 
interdicts the highest and noblest exercise of 
the rational powers by studiously representing 
the provinces of faith and reason as totally 
distinct; thus rendering the latter imbecile 
and cowardly, and reducing the former to a 
blind and indiscriminating acquiescence in the 
dogmas of our spiritual guides. It is a spirit, 
in short, closely allied to ignorance and bar- 
barism; and, if permitted to exercise uncon- 
troled sway, would conduct society back to 
the darkness of the tenth century. 

We regard it as of immense importance to 
keep this practical tendency of the orthodox 
system steadily in view, as constituting the 
great and essential distinction between it, and 
liberal christianity. ‘The difference, great as 
it confessedly is, between us and them on cer- 
tain speculative points, we consider as trifling 
in comparison. The operauive, and practi- 








THE UNITARIAN DEFENDANT. SI 


cal difference between their system and ours, 
is this: that t2 ‘y 
n cessarily mvolving moral guilt.—and thot 


coustder error im belief os 


we do not; that they regard the beliet of cer- 
tain doctrines essentia/to salvation—and that 
we do not; that they consider it their rigiit 
and duty to exelade from their communion all 
who will hot 
that we do not. 
evclusiveness 5 Wshuts up allteuth, all piety 
and ail hope within tts owe pale : 
es us to believe that Giese may exist among 
christians of every hiane, 

far be it trom us, however, to affirm, or 
to SUppose, that this s\ stern does at tually pro- 
duce ts full ettects upon all who embrace it. 
We are aware, as we have heretofore remark- 
ed, that itis only a partial and modilied inthu- 
ence which opinions exert upon the charac- 
ters of men. Still, some influence opinions 
such as these must of necessity have; and 
an influence proportionate, ordinarily, to the 
strength and vivacity of the faith, with which 
they are received. [tis not in the nature of 
things, that he who regards the opinions of 
his neighbour as fatal and damnable errors— 
as decisive evidences of a corrupt heart, ana 
a reprobate mind, should long continue to 
cherish toward him a cordial good will. Con- 
sidering himas the enemy ef God and of good- 
ness, he will not be slow in learning to consi- 
der him as Ais enemy too. Mutuat courtesy 
and christian Kindness will melt away under 
the influence of such a system like wax be- 
fore the fire. Various circumstances in the 
character, habits, and condition of different 
individuals, may check, or counteract this 
spirit—stll tt exisis; itis inherent in the sys- 
tem of Opinions we are treating of; and wall 
to a greater or less degree, be productive ot 
its natural eflects. ‘These effects we think are 
adverse to the happiness of individuals, and 
to the harmony and welfare of society. ‘I hey 
are not the etlects, we are persuaded, which 
the gospel was designed, and which when 
rightly understood, it is adapted to produce. 
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No charge has been more frequently reite- 
rated, or urged with more confidence, against 
Unitarian Christians, than that of giving an 
undue importance to the decisions of reason 
when compared with the doctrines of scrip- 
ture. Our system of opinions is said torest for 
its support on the mere probabilities of human 
reason, and not on the revelations of God. 
We are accused of bending the gospel to our 
views, and forcing it, by a torturing criticism 


subsermbe to their eres dl —and 
bier system is a system of 


ours teach- 
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to speak a Janguage foreign to its true, and 
original purport and design. We are charg- 
ed with a want of respect for the oracles of 
Ciod, and even of assuming the profession 
of christianity as a convenient disguise for 
principles essentialy deistieal.  "Thes charges 
are laid against us in elaborate defences of the 
prevalent system, repeated in the fugitive 
publications of the day, thundered from the 
pulpits of orthodoxy, and even mingled, in 
Ipconeruous, NOt to Sil profane, combination, 
with the very devotions at the altar. But to 
all these charges we most conscientiously plead 
not guilty. We aver that they are utterly un- 
founded; that they are the very reverse of 
the truth. We are sure that they are the pro- 
duct of bigotry and prejudice acting upon ig- 
norance and misconception ; and we say, with 
the Apostle, ‘neither can they prove the 
things whereof they accuse” us; but this we 
contess, as well as he, “that after the way 
which they « all heresy, we worship the 
God of our fathers: believing all things that 
are written in the law, and inthe prophets.” 
The authority of scripture, in all things per- 
taining to faith and practice, we regard as fi- 
nal and peremptory ; and bow to it with im- 
plicit reverence. We do, indeed think it ne- 
cessary to employ our rational faculties in the 
investigation of truth, in the scriptures as eve- 
ry where else. Neither can we think it any 
evidence of disrespect to these sacred oracles 
to endeavour to ascertain their true import. 
We donot think our faith will be less operative 
for being rational and consistent. We would 
fain know, and be able to state, what we be- 
lieve, and why we believe it, and give our as- 
sent not to a form of unintelligible words, but 
to substantial verity. And, as we humbly 
trust, this will not be displeasing to the Fa- 
ther of our spirits, whose * inspiration hath gi- 
ven us understanding,” so we really see not 


why it should expose us to the censures of 


men erring and fallible like ourselves. Our 
reverence for the scriptures, and our estimate 
of their value and importance, is not less than 
theirs. Our faith rests not on the deduction 
of reason; but on what our reason teaches us 
to be the doctrines of revelation. Our views 
of these doctrines may certainly be erroneous. 
We make no claim to infallibility. But they 
are, nevertheless, honest and sincere; and 
we must be guided by them. We cannot see 
with the eyes of others, nor reason with their 
faculties. If our own serve us ill, we think 
it our misfortune, rather than our fault. 

We are not, certainly, so in love with ob- 
loquy and reproach as to embrace error vo- 
luntarily and wilfully for the sake of exposing 








ourselves to be overwhelmed by them. We 
think our Opponents, without any stretch of 
charity, may allow us thus much. We do 
not ask them to consider us pious christians, 
or profound theologians; but merely that they 
will regard us as not quite insane—n ot 
altogether destitute of human- feeling, and 
common sense. And, if we are not, we may 
doubtless be deceived, but we shall not know- 
ingly rush upon destruction. Nor can we 
have any conceivable motive for deceiving our- 
selves, and yielding our minds to a pleasing 
delusion. There is nothing, surely, in Unita- 
rianism to recommend it to men of corrupt 
principles or depraved affections. It holds 
out no hopes of acceptance with God on any 
other condition than that of personal loli- 
ness. It offers no resourse to the guilty in 
the righteousness of another, by the imputa- 
tion of which their sins are to be cancelled; 
ho prospect of being arrested in their course, 
and miraculously and instentaneously trans- 
formed by the irresistible influences of special 
grace. It points to no other path to heaven 
than the toilsome ene of pure and persever- 
ing virtue. It calls upon its votaries to subdue 
their passious, to control their appetites, to 
discipline their affections, to regulate and pu- 
rily their thoughts. It teaches them that none 
can enjoy the favour of God but those who 
are like him. 

In all this, assuredly, there is nothing to al- 
lure the indolent by the hope of repose ; or to 
promise security to the guilty while they re- 
tain their sinful propensities. No, we repeat, 
we may be mistaken, but let us not be charg- 
ed with the suicidal folly of wilful error. We 
have the same desire of happiness, and aversion 
from misery as our neighbours; and would 
be as loth to build our hopes for eternity on 
an insecure foundation, as they would. We 
have availed ourselves of the reason, such as 
it is, which God has given us—injudiciously, 
perhaps; but honestly, we are certain. This 
reason, our opponents tell us, is corrupt. It 
may be so. We can only say, we are sorry 
for it; but we cannot help it. Corrupt, or 


-not,—we speak generally of course—it is 


such as our Creator has bestowed on us; and 
if it lead us astray, there is no remedy. We 
dare not, if we could, and we cannot, if we 
would, reject its guidance. We dare not 
quench the light of our minds. We dare not 
stifle our full and honest convictions, because 
they differ from those of others. 
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